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NEW  ISSUES  WITH  ASSIGNED  YEOMAN  NUMBERS 

(The  catalog  numbers  assigned  to  new  issues  pub- 
lished here  are  supplied  by  special  arrangement 
with  "Current  Coins  of  the  World",  published  and 
copyrighted  by  Western  Publishing  Co.,  Inc., 
Whitman  Publishing  Div.,  Racine,  Wisconsin,  USA. 
No  further  use  of  these  catalog  numbers  in  any 
other  publication  is  authorized. ) 

BRITISH  VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

Y1  1 Cent  1973;  Bronze  ( 15mm) 

Y2  5 Cents  1973;  Cupro-Nickel  (20mm) 

Y3  10  Cents  1973;  Cupro-Nickel  (23mm) 

Y4  25  Cents  1973;  Cupro-Nickel  (26mm) 

Y5  50  Cents  1973;  Cupro-Nickel  (32mm) 

Y6  1 Dollar  1973;  Silver  ( 39™™) 

GERMANY  (Federal  Republic) 

Y134  5 Deutsche  Mark  1973;  Silver  (29mm) 

500th  Anniversary  Birth  of  Copernicus 

HUNGARY 

Y121  50  Forint  1973;  Silver  (3^mm) 

Y122  100  Forint  1973;  Silver  (37mm) 

Both  above:  125th  Anniversary  of  l8U8 

Revolution 

IRAQ 

Yk2  250  Fils  1972,  Nickel  (32.5mm) 

Y43  1 Dinar  1972;  Silver  (40mm) 

Both  above:  25th  Anniversary  Central 

Bank  of  Iraq 

SOUTH  VIETNAM 

Y8a  5 Dong  1971;  Nickel-clad  steel 

UNITED  ARAB  EMIRATES 

Y1  1 Fil  1973;  Bronze  (15mm) 

Y2  5 Fils  1973;  Bronze  (22mm) 

Both  above:  F.A.O.  Coinage 


AW^Ws^WVWVWVWWVVWVWWWyVWVVWVWWNA 


DALLAS  CHAPTER  PROGRAM  AND  MEETING  ANNOUNCMENT 

One  Hundred  Eighth  meeting  of 
NUMISMATICS  INTERNATIONAL  (DALLAS) 

Wednesday,  June  20,  1973;  7:30  P.M. 

Community  Room  (East  Side) 

63OO  East  Mockingbird  Lane 
DALLAS,  TEXAS,  USA 

PROGRAM:  "Roman  Coin  Denominations" 


SPEAKER:  Walter  Leonard 

In  addition  to  the  excellent  program  above, 
as  always,  there  will  be  an  auction,  door 
prizes  and  free  coffee. 
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Nineteen  members  of  NI,  including  some  of  their  families  and  friends, 
launched  the  First  Numismatics  Study  Exchange  With  the  U.S.S.R.  on 
Thursday,  May  31st  when  the  group  departed  New  York  via  Finnair  for 
a 6-city  tour  of  the  U.S.S.R.  The  tour  was  to  begin  in  Leningrad 
after  a short  visit  to  Helsinki  which  included  a tour  through  the 
Helsinki  Mint.  Other  Russian  cities  on  the  tour  include  Odessa, 
Tashkent,  Samarkand,  Bukhara  and  Moscow. 

To  commemorate  the  tour,  the  Franklin  Mint  has  struck  a silver  medal 
and  presented  each  member  of  the  tour  one  copy,  plus  donating  100 
copies  of  the  sterling  silver  medal  to  be  used  as  presentation 
pieces  to  various  dignitaries  in  the  U.S.S.R. 


A single  copy  of  the  medal  was  struck  in  gold  and  attempts  are  being 
pursued  to  make  arrangements  for  presentation  of  this  gold  issue  to 
Chairman  Breshnev  while  he  is  visiting  in  Washington,  D.C.  during  the 
last  half  of  this  month. 

Public  sale  of  the  medal  will  be  offered  at  a later  date,  details  of 
which  will  be  announced  shortly. 

The  Moscow  Mint  has  announced  that  they  will  reciprocate  and  honor  the 
tour  by  striking  a medal  also,  which  will  be  presented  to  the  tour 

(Continued  on  page  129) 
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INSIDE  N.  I. 

MEMBERSHIP  CHAIRMAN'S  REPORT 


MAY  APPLICATIONS  FOR  MEMBERSHIP:  Membership  Applications  Numbers 

860-866  published  in  the  May  1973  NI  Bulletin  have  been  admitted  to 
membership. 


JUNE  APPLICATIONS  FOR  MEMBERSHIP:  The  following  persons  have  applied 

for  membership.  If  no  written  objections  are  received  by  July  1,  197 5^ 
their  membership  will  become  effective  that  date. 

(MT  = Will  Trade  by  Mail) 


867 -MT  C.  H.  Shannon,  P.  0.  Box  8 101,  Prairie  Village,  Kansas  66208 
(World  Types) 


868 - MT  John  M.  Adams,  l6  Rawson  St.,  Deakin,  Act.  2600,  Australia 

(Australia,  Great  Britain,  New  Zealand,  India,  Cash, 
Ships  on  Coins,  Crowns) 

869- MT  Frank  W.  Miller,  6634  Pershing,  University  City,  Mo.  6313O 

(Medieval,  Asiatic  Native,  Russia,  World  Paper  Money) 


87O-MT  Michael  F.  Dennany  III,  137  Wall,  Kalamazoo,  Michigan  49001 
(Irish  Coins,  Tokens,  Paper) 


871- MT  Lon  S.  Stockton,  Box  6395;  Moore,  Oklahoma  73l60 

(Publishes  Coin  Paper) 

872- MT  Robert  McGouldrick,  601  Markham  Ave.,  Vacaville,  Calif.  95688 

(Dealer  in  World  Coins) 


873-MT  Brian  Altman,  M.D.,  37  Eton  Overlook,  Rockville,  Md.  20850 
(British  Bongtown  Euasion,  Liberian  Patterns,  Errors) 


874- MT  Jack  B.  Kelly,  Jr.,  329^-  Poplar,  Memphis,  Tennessee 
(Ancient  Coins) 


875  W.  H.  Major,  Aldersgate  5-B  Florabunda  Circle,  Orange  City, 

Florida  32763  --  (India,  World  Trade  Coins,  Chinese  Chopmarked) 


CHANGES  OF  ADDRESSES  AND  COLLECTING  SPECIALTIES: 

673-MT  Gerda  Abart,  c/o  MSgt  Rolland  L.  Abart,  HHB  4lst  Fid  Arty  Gp, 
APO  New  York  09175  — (Germany) 

595 -MT  M/Sgt  Rolland  L.  Abart,  HHB  4lst  Fid  Arty  Gp,  APO  New  York 
09175  --  (Germany  from  1870,  Crowns) 

74-9 -MT  Gregory  G.  Brunk,  1022  Ora  Drive,  Waterloo,  Iowa  507OI 
(Countermarks,  Mexican,  Ancient  Bronzes) 

726-MT  Richard  Hanscom,  500  Merrimac  St.,  Newburyport,  Mass.  01950 
(Netherlands  East  Indies,  Scandinavia) 


351  Granvyl  G-  Hulse,  Jr.,  Support  Company,  USA  STRATCOM  Facility, 
Asmara,  Det.  No.  3,  APO  New  York  09843  — (World  Types) 
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CHANGES  OF  ADDRESSES  AND  COLLECTING  SPECIALTIES  (CONT'D): 


742 -MT  David  L.  Thaxter,  134  Oakwood  St.,  San  Angelo,  Texas  7^901 
(World  Types) 

258  Clifford  H.  Tulgren,  c/o  Town  and  Country  Tavern,  Box  154, 
Brighton,  Iowa  52540  --  (World  Types) 

REINSTATEMENTS : The  following  members  have  complied  with  the  By-Laws 

and  are  hereby  reinstated  to  full  membership: 

264-MT  Stephen  Album,  P.  0.  Box  4039;  Berkeley,  Calif.  9^704 
(Islamic  Coins  65O-I85O) 

226-MT  Thomas  Boorsma,  Swindendwarsstraat  14,  Amsterdam  C20, 
Netherlands  --  (Dealer  in  World  Coins) 

357 -MT  N.  R.  Mack,  P.  0.  Box  6,  Mayport,  Florida,  32267 
(World  Crowns  and  Asia) 

742 -MT  David  L.  Thaxter,  134  Oakwood  St.,  San  Angelo,  Texas  769OI 
(World  Types) 

78O-MT  Julius  A.  Lashley  Vallet,  P.  0.  Box  1045,  1007  Copenhagen  K, 
Denmark  — (Latin  America) 


FROM  THE  EDITOR:  The  publication  schedule  of  300  or  more  pages  for 

the  NI  Bulletin  in  1973  will  be  making  a drain  on  the  supply  of 
original  articles.  Within  the  next  2 or  3 months,  we  will  be  in 
need  of  material  for  publication. 

All  members  with  a yen  to  be  a writer  are  urged  to  support  the  NI 
Bulletin  by  sending  one  or  more  original  articles  for  publication. 

No  particular  subject  areas  should  be  overlooked  as  I am  in  need  of 
material  on  various  numismatic  subjects  in  order  to  keep  a good  balance 
for  the  readership.  Whether  it  be  coins,  medals,  tokens,  paper  money 
or  any  other  items  of  numismatic  interest,  you  all  have  a favorite 
subject  or  favorite  story.  Why  not  share  it  with  your  fellow  members? 

OOOOO 

RUSSIA  COIN  TOUR  (Continued  from  page  127): 

during  their  stay  in  Moscow.  It  is  hoped  that  extra  copies  of  this 
medal  will  be  available  in  order  that  all  NI  members  unable  to  go  on 
the  tour  will  have  an  opportunity  to  obtain  a copy. 

In  addition  to  the  Franklin  Mint  medals,  Western  Publishing  Co.,  Inc. 
Whitman  Publishing  Division,  Racine,  Wisconsin,  donated  six  copies 
each  of  W.  D.  Craig's  "Coins  of  the  World  I75O-I85O"  (Second  Edition) 
and  R.  S.  Yeoman's  "Current  Coins  of  the  World"  (Fifth  Edition). 

These  standard  references  will  be  presented  to  various  organizations 
and  museums  in  the  U.S.S.R.  by  the  group. 

NI  donated  several  copies  of  its  own  publication  "Czechoslovak  Coins", 
by  Dolores  H.  Davis,  also  to  be  presented  to  numismatic  organizations 
and  museums  for  their  libraries. 
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RECENT 

FRENCH 

PIEFORT 


by  Charles  R.  Hosch 


(ABOUT  THE  AUTHOR:  Mr.  Hosch  is  the  author  of  "World 

Proof  and  Specimen  Issues  Since  195O".  He  is  employed 
by  a law  book  publishing  company  in  Atlanta,  Ga. 
Readers  may  write  Mr.  Hosch  at:  P.  0*  Box  28773* 

Atlanta,  Ga.  30328.) 


The  tradition  of  striking  piefort  coins  in  France  dates  back  to  the 
12th  century.  Pieforts  are  specimens  of  coin  designs  struck  on 
thicker  planchets  and  of  various  metals,  frequently  with  other  vari- 
ations such  as  larger  planchets,  being  enameled  or  guilded,  or  with 
obverse  and  reverse  designs  being  stamped  in  the  same  position,  as 
a medal,  rather  than  inverted. 


Pieforts  were  first  called  "pieces  de  plaisir"  (pleasure)  and  often 
"pieces  d'honneur".  They  were  generally  test  pieces  struck  to  demon- 
strate newly  developed  coin  models.  Monarchs  gave  them  to  various 
dignitaries  and  feudal  lords  continued  the  tradition  after  the  fall 
of  the  Carolingian  dynasty. 


The  term  "piefort"  is  a derivation  of  the  term  "pied  fort"  meaning 
"raised  measure".  The  term  "piefort"  was  sanctioned  by  Royal  Decree 
of  King  Jean  on  28  December  1355-  The  practice  of  striking  peiforts 
was  discontinued  during  the  l8th  century  but  was  revived  in  1896  by 
the  Monnaie  de  Paris,  the  national  mint  since  1879* 


With  a few  exceptions,  all  French  coin  designs  since  1896,  both  domes- 
tic and  colonial,  were  struck  in  piefort  form.  In  general,  104  copies 
of  each  piefort  example  were  struck,  two  each  going  to  the  national 
library  and  the  monetary  museum,  the  remaining  100  copies  being  for 
numismatists. 


However,  only  since  1967  did  the  Paris  mint  begin  to  make  pieforts 
generally  available  on  an  order  basis,  though  even  these  have  pre- 
established  low  mintages.  Thus,  only  the  piefort  issues  since  1967 
are  listed  here.  These  coins  are  struck  at  the  Monnaie  de  Paris 
mint  and  are  packaged  individually.  Except  for  planchet  thickness 
and  metallic  composition,  the  pieforts  are  of  the  same  design  as 
the  regular  issue  coins. 
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(PI)  FRANCE  1967  PIKFORT  COINS 
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(P3)  FRANCE  1969  PIEFORT  COINS:  Same  as  1968  issues. 
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(P6)  FRANCE  1972  PIEFOET  COINS 
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**  Pure  nickel  clad  on  cupro-nickel 


DATING  EARLY 
CHING  CASH  COINS 

by  Bruce  Smith 

This  paper  is  concerned  with  roughly  the  first  century  of  Manchu 
coinage  in  China,  from  the  l640's  through  the  1730 's.  The  problem 
here  is  not  a lack  of  information,  but  rather  an  abundance  of  con- 
flicting information  from  various  sources,  both  Chinese  and  western. 
Under  consideration  will  be  coins  of  the  emperors  Shun  Chih  (l644- 
1662),  Kang  Hsi  (1662-1722)  and  Yung  Cheng  (1723-1735)- 

Four  regular  series  and  two  perhaps  experimental  series  of  coins 
were  issued  during  this  period.  The  regular  series  are  designated 
in  Reverend  Code's  "Coins  in  China's  History"  (1965)  as  series  I, 

II,  III  and  IV  in  what  is  assumed  by  him  to  be  chronological  order. 
The  other  two  series  I shall  designate  as  series  A and  B.  Each  of 
these  series  is  distinguished  by  its  reverse  inscription.  Series  I 
has  on  its  reverse  a single  Chinese  character,  either  above,  to  the 
right  or  in  a few  rare  cases  to  the  left  of  the  centerhole.  This 
character  of  course  is  the  mintmark.  Series  II  has  the  mintmark  in 
Chinese  to  the  right  of  the  hole,  and  the  two  characters  "I  Li" 
meaning  "one  li"  (of  silver,  about  l/lO  ounce)  to  the  left.  Actually, 
I Li  looks  like  one  character  and  is  apt  to  confuse  one  who  is  not 
familiar  with  the  series.  Both  series  I and  II  were  issued  only  by 
Shun  Chih. 
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Series  I 
Reverses 


Series  II  Reverses 


Series  III,  by  far  the  most  common,  was  used  by  every  emperor  of  the 
dynasty.  It  consists  of  the  mintmark  in  Manchu  to  the  right,  and 
the  Manchu  character  "boo",  liberally  translated  as  "mint",  to  the 
left.  Series  IV,  which  was  issued  only  by  Shun  Chih  and  Kang  Hsi, 
has  the  mintmark  to  the  left  in  Chinese  and  to  the  right  in  Manchu, 
reflecting  an  early  Ch'ing  policy  of  equality  for  the  Chinese  whom 
they  had  conquered.  Since  the  Manchu  is  merely  a transliteration  of 
the  Chinese,  this  series  is  important  in  the  translation  of  Manchu 
inscriptions. 


Series  IV  Reverses 


Series  A consists  of  only  four  coins.  The  first  has  the  usual  Shun 
Chih  obverse  and  a blank  reverse.  This  coin  is  relatively  common. 
The  second  coin  has  on  the  reverse  a single  circle  above  the  hole. 
This  coin  is  quite  scarce  as  is  the  third  of  this  series,  which  has 
simply  a dot  to  the  left  of  the  hole.  The  fourth  has  a dot  above 
the  hole. 


Series  B consists  of  only  two  or  three  coins,  all  scarce  to  rare. 
The  first  has  on  the  reverse  the  character  "I"  in  Chinese,  meaning 
"one",  to  the  right  of  the  hole.  A similar  variety  exists  with  the 
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same  character  to  the  left,  hut  its  authenticity  is  questionable. 
The  second  coin  of  the  series,  has  the  character  "Erh"  in  Chinese, 
meaning  "two",  to  the  right  of  the  hole.  The  third  coin  may  or  may 
not  be  part  of  the  series.  It  has  on  the  reverse  the  two  Chinese 
characters  "I  Liang"  meaning  "one  Tael"  (a  weight  of  slightly  more 
than  an  ounce)  to  the  right  of  the  hole,  the  character  "shih",  also 
in  Chinese,  meaning  "ten",  above  the  hole,  and  an  unidentified 
character,  probably  in  Chinese,  to  the  left.  This  piece  is  rare  and 
may  be  a charmrather  than  a circulating  coin. 


Shun  Chih  coin  with  the  character  "I" 
on  reverse.  From  the  Alexander  Wylie 
collection,  published  1858. 


PART  I 

Coins  of  the  SHUN  CHIH  reign  (1644-1662) 


Early  Types 

When  a greatly  inferior  culture  surplants  a superior  one,  it  can  be 
expected  that  the  initial  coinage  of  the  new  regime  will  imitate  that 
of  the  old  regime.  Such  was  the  case  following  the  fall  of  the  wes- 
tern Roman  Empire  in  the  $th  century,  and  again  following  the  Manchu 
conquest  of  China  in  the  17th  century.  Even  before  they  entered 
China  proper,  the  Manchus  appear  to  have  issued  coins  with  legends  in 
Chinese  in  addition  to  those  inscribed  in  their  native  tongue.  In 
l6l6  the  Manchu  chieftain  Nurhachi  assumed  the  nien  hao  (ruling  title) 
of  Tien  Ming  which  he  used  until  his  death  in  1626.  Coins  were 
issued  during  his  reign  in  both  languages,  with  "Tien  Ming  Tung  Pao" 
on  the  obverse  and  plain  reverse. 


Obverse 


Reverse 


Obverse 


Tien  Ming  coins.  The  first  was  issued  by 
Nurhachi  between  l6l6  and  1626.  The  second 
coin,  in  Chinese,  was  probably  issued  post- 
humously after  the  Manchus  were  in  control 
of  China. 
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After  the  Ch'ing  dynasty  was  established  in  Peking,  coins  were  issued 
for  Shun  Chih,  the  infant  emperor,  with  "Shun  Chih  Tung  Pao"  on  the 
obverse,  and  plain  reverse.  Because  these  coins  are  so  simple,  re- 
sembling the  Tien  Ming  and  Ming  Dynasty  issues,  and  since  they  do 
not  fit  into  any  of  the  regular  series,  it  has  been  assumed,  and  the 
author  agrees,  that  they  were  issued  at  the  beginning  of  the  reign, 
in  1614-4  and  1645-  The  coin  is  thought  to  have  been  made,-,  in  Peking 
by  one  or  both  of  the  two  mints  there,  and  this  is  quite  ‘likely,  but 
it  is  possible  they  were  made  at  other  mints  in  Chihli,  Shansi  or 
Shantung  provinces  as  these  passed  without  a struggle  with  the  Man- 
chus  early  in  1644. 


Reverses 


Series  A coins.  The  last  three  from  the  S. 
W.  Bushell  collection,  published  l880. 


The  same  arguments  can  be  applied  to  the  Shun  Chih  coins  with  a 
circle  or  a dot  on  the  reverse.  Similar  coins,  issued  by  the  Ming 
emperor  Chuang  Lieh  (1628-1644)  with  "Chung  Chen  Tung  Pao"  on  the 
obverse  are  known,  indicating  imitation  by  the  Manchus.  These 
coins  are  too  believed  to  have  been  made  in  Peking,  but  they  may  have 
been  issued  elsewhere  as  well. 


Chung  Chen  coins  with  dots  and  circles  on 
reverses. 


Series  B coins  are  somewhat  more  sophisticated  in  concept,  if  not  in 
design.  But  this  series  too  was  inspired  by  Ming  dynasty  Chung  Chen 
coins.  The  Ming  coins  however,  were  issued  with  or  without  a mint- 
mark  in  addition  to  the  character  indicating  the  value  of  the  coins. 
Though  this  series  was  a prototype  of  series  II  below,  because  it  is 
so  similar  to  the  Ming,  it  must  be  placed  at  the  beginning  of  the 
reign,  1644  or  164-5 • The  I Liang  piece  is  especially  reminiscent  of 
similar  Chung  Chen,  Tien  Chi  (1621-1627)  and  Hung  Wu  (1368-1398) 
coins  with  "Shih"  above  and  "I  Liang"  right. 


Series  B Coins  - "I"  Reverse  Series  B Coins  - "Erh"  Reverse 
(The  above  two  coins  are  from  the  A.  Wylie  collection. ) 


Shun  Chih  with  "I  Liang"  and  "Shih"  on  reverse. 
(The  character  to  the  left  is  too  blurred  to  read. ) 


Obverse  "Erh"  Reverse 

Similar  Chung  Chen  coins  (1628-1644).  These  were  is- 
sued by  the  last  Ming  emperor- 
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"Kung"  and  "Erh"  Reverse  "Erh  Liang"  and  "Shih"  Reverse 

Similar  Chung  Chen  coin  (1628-1644)  reverses.  Issued  by 
the  last  Ming  emperor. 


Obverse 

Tien  Chi  (1620-1627) 


Reverses 

coins  with  mintmarks 


on  reverses. 


Fukien  mintmark  reverse. 

Hung  Wu  (1368-1398)  coins.  Issued  by  the  first  Ming  emperor. 


"San  Chien",  meaning  3 cash,  reverse. 

(Above  and  right):  Hung  Wu  (1368-98) 

coin  reverses.  Issued  by  the  first 
Ming  emperor. 
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Regular  Types 


As  mentioned  before,  the  northern  provinces  of  China  fell  very  quick- 
ly to  the  Manchus.  It  was  not  until  they  reached  the  Yangtze  River 
in  central  China  that  they  met  any  serious  resistance.  It  was  at 
Nanking  on  the  southern  bank  of  the  river  that  one  of  the  several 
claimants  to  the  Ming  throne,  the  Prince  of  Fu,  had  established  his 
capital.  The  Manchus  laid  siege  to  the  city  during  the  winter  of 
1644-1645  and  finally  captured  it  early  in  1645-  From  here  they 
continued  south  toward  Canton,  the  only  remaining  Ming  stronghold, 
where  the  last  claimant  to  the  throne,  Prince  Yung  Ming,  had  estab- 
lished his  capital.  The  city  was  taken  in  1646  or  1647,  but  Yung 
Ming  escaped  and  fled  toward  Burma,  where  he  was  apprehended  by 
the  Burmese  officials  and  returned  to  the  Manchus  as  a token  of 
their  acceptance  of  the  new  regime. 

The  Ming  were  defeated,  but  the  Manchus  were  too  few  in  number  to 
successfully  occupy  a country  as  large  as  China.  They  decided  there- 
fore to  place  trusted  Chinese,  mainly  former  Ming  generals,  such  as 
Wu  San  Kuei,  who  had  defected  to  them,  in  charge  of  the  southern 
provinces.  Due  to  the  weakness  of  the  Manchus,  however,  the  new 
provincial  governors  in  the  south  became  largely  independent  and  the 
Chings  never  truly  controlled  the  south  during  the  Shun  Chih  reign. 

In  the  northern  provinces,  the  Ch'ing  initiated  several  systems  of 
coinage  in  the  areas  they  controlled.  But  with  the  exception  of  a 
few  suspicious  coins,  these  systems,  series  I,  II,  III  and  IV  men- 
tioned earlier,  were  never  issued  in  the  southern  provinces  of 
Szechuan,  Kweichow,  Hunan,  Kwangsi  and  Kwangtung,  during  the  Shun 
Chih  reign.  In  fact,  with  the  exception  of  those  same  suspicious 
coins,  no  Shun  Chih  coins  are  known  to  have  been  issued  in  those 
provinces. 

The  various  authorities  and  so-called  authorities  in  Chinese  coins 
disagree  on  the  chronology  of  these  regular  systems.  Below  is  a 
table  summarizing  their  positions: 


Source 

Series  I 

Series  II 

Series  III 

Series 

IV 

TFP 

1653  - ? 

1657  - ? 

1660  - 

1662 

HPH 

1657  - ? 

1653  - ? 

1657  - ? 

1660  - 

1662 

Wylie 

1644  - 1653 

1653  - ? 

1644 

1653  - 

? 

SCH 

1644  - 1649 

1653  - ? 

1644 

? 

(See  notes  in  bibliography  for  explanation  of  sources.) 


The  author's  beliefs  and  arguments  may  be  summed  up  as  follows: 

Series  I - Issued  l644  or  1645  to  1653:  First,  consider  the  simplic- 

ity of  this  type  and  the  similarity  it  bears  to  late  Ming  coins  with 
a single  character  on  the  reverse  to  indicate  the  mint.  Being  imi- 
tative, it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  this  was  the  initial  Ch'ing 
regular  issue  coinage.  More  important,  the  size  and  weight  of  these 
coins  places  them  early  in  the  reign.  From  official  Ch'ing  records 
we  know  that  the  weight  of  cash  issued  between  1645  and  1653  was 
1.2  chien  (about  4.45  grams);  from  1653  to  1657  it  was  1.15  chien 
(4.25  grams);  and  from  1657  to  1684  it  was  1.4  chien  (about  5*2 
grams).  Thus  this  series  must  have  been  issued  before  1657  as  these 
pieces  are  lighter  than  series  III  or  IV.  Also,  since  official 
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records  state  that  series  II  was  begun  in  l653>  series  I must  have 
been  issued  earlier  as  it  is  highly  unlikely  that  coins  of  two  dif- 
ferent weights  would  be  issued  by  the  same  mints  at  the  same  time. 

As  to  when  the  series  ended,  the  earlier  date,  1649,  would  seem  more 
likely  as  these  coins  are  all  scarce  to  rare.  If  this  were  true, 
however,  then  the  Hsiangyang  mint  in  Hupeh  province,  which  was  open 
only  between  1650  and  1652,  could  not  have  issued  any  coins.  The 
issue  of  its  only  known  type,  a series  I coin,  is  well  documented 
and,  if  the  information  on  the  mint  is  correct,  we  can  date  series  I 
to  at  least  1652  and  series  II  sometime  after  1652.  Similarly,  the 
Canton  mint  in  Kwangtung  and  the  Yensui  mint  in  Shensi  both  issued 
only  series  I coins,  and  both  are  reported  closed  in  1648.  This 
too  would  indicate  that  the  series  begain  before  that  date  and  con- 
tinued until  at  least  that  date. 


Obverse 


Yensui 

Reverse 


Yangho  Kwangtung 

Reverse  Reverse 


From  Ting  Fu  Pao's  "Li  Tai  Ku  Ch'ien  Tu  Shuo"  (1940) 


Series  II  - Issued  1653  to  1657:  Here  we  have  complete  agreement  by 

the  authorities  as  to  the  year  this  type  was  first  issued.  Even  the 
Hsiangyang  argument  above  helps  support  the  1653  date.  Moreover,  the 
Ming  claimant  Prince  Tung  Ming  (l649-l66l)  and  the  rebel  Sun  Ko  Wang 
(l655-l660's  or  l670's)  both  issued  coins  similar  to  and  in  the  latter 
case,  undoubtedly  copied  from  this  series.  The  series  was  neverthe- 
less inspired  by  Ming  dynasty  Chung  Chen  coins  which  indicate  their 
value  in  silver  as  well  as  their  mint.  As  to  when  the  series  was 
discontinued,  we  have  no  reliable  information.  Since  the  size  and 
weight  of  the  coins  were  increased  in  l657>  the  series  could  not  have 
been  issued  later.  So  for  lack  of  a better  date,  let  us  say  1657. 


Chung  Chen  value  2.  Board  of  Works  and  Board  of  Revenue  Mints. 


Chung  Chen  value  5*  Board  of  Revenue  and  Board  of  Works  Mints. 


"Yung  Li  Tung  Pao" 
(1647-1662) 


"Wu  Li" 


"Erh  Li" 

(Li  abbreviated) 


Issued  1647-1659  by  Prince  Yung  Ming,  last  of  the  claimants  to 
the  Ming  throne. 


t 

Obverse  "Wu  Li" 

Using  Chao  Tung  Pao 
(l655-l660's  or  70' s) 

Issued  by  Sun  Ko  Wang  who  in  1655  changed  his  name  to  Chang  Ko 
Wang  and  issued  these  coins. 
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Erh  Li 


'Wu  Li 


Obverse 

Li  Yung  Tung  Pao 

(16TU-I678) 

Issued  by  Wu  San  Kuei,  originally  a Ming  general.  In  1644  he 
invited  the  Manchus  within  the  Wall  and  later  became  a Viceroy 
under  them.  In  1674  he  revolted  in  South  China  and  for  a few 
years  controlled  most  of  the  south. 

Series  III  - Issued  1657  to  1662:  Series  III  coins,  which  during 

this  and  the  following  reign,  were  only  issued,  by  the  two  Peking 
mints  and  are  of  a size  and  weight  to  indicate  an  issue  date  of  1657 
or  later.  Certainly,  the  fact  that  these  mints  issued  series  I and 
II  coins  would  make  an  earlier  date  impossible.  Of  course,  their 
greater  weight  would  not  permit  them  to  circulate  side  by  side  with 
lighter  coins,  and  hence  not  to  be  minted  at  the  same  time  as  the 
latter.  The  only  evidence  to  fix  the  actual  date  of  issue  are  of- 
ficial records  which  state  that  this  type  was  introduced  in  Shun 
Chih  l4th  year  (1657)-  Although  series  IV  coins  were  issued  after 
this  series,  no  series  IV  coins  are  known  from  the  Peking  mints, 
which  chose  to  issue  only  series  III  henceforth.  No  Kang  Hsi 
series  IV  coins  are  known  for  the  Peking  mints  either. 


Works  Mint 

Prior  to  1723  only  the  two  Peking  mints  issued  Series  III 
coins. 

Series  TV  - Issued  1660  to  1662:  Again,  these  coins  are  of  a size 

and  we i gilt  to  indicate  their  issue  after  1657.  As  to  the  actual 
date,  1657  is  possible  but  the  records  say  Shun  Chih  17th  year 
(l660).  If  this  is  true,  then  the  provincial  mints  must  have  been 
closed  from  1657  to  1660  for  there  aren't  any  series  II  or  III 
provincial  coins  weighing  1.4  chien  for  this  reign.  This  is  not 
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unlikely  however,  for  the  provincial  mints  were  generally  quite  spo- 
radic in  their  operations.  If  the  price  of  copper  was  too  high,  or 
the  value  of  cash  too  low,  the  mint  would  close  until  the  market 
made  minting  profitable  again. 


Shun  Chih  Series  IV 


This  is  the  most  common 
type  of  Shun  Chih  pro- 
vincial coin  found. 


Obverse 


Linching 

in 

Shantung 


Taiyuan 

in 

Shansi 


Hsian 

in 

Shensi 


Wuchang 

or 

Nanchang 


There  is  however,  one  apparant  flaw  in  this  dating  arrangement.  In 
an  average  group  of  Shun  Chih  cash,  about  are  series  IV,  about 
USrfo  are  series  III,  about  2$  are  series  II  and  about  2$  are  series  I. 
Yet,  series  I and  II  were  both  issued  for  a longer  period  than  series 
IV-  The  only  reasonable  conclusion  is  that  the  mints  operated  very 
sporadically  before  l657>  probably  due  to  lack  of  copper,  which  came 
mainly  from  the  south,  and  very  prolifically  afterwards. 


PART  II 


Coins  of  the  KMG  HSI  reign  (1662-1722) 


The  two  major  varieties 
of  Kang  Hsi  obverses. 

The  second  is  very  scarce. 


During  the  sixty  year  reign  of  Kang  Hsi,  the  same  system  of  coinage 
that  had  existed  in  the  latter  years  of  the  Shun  Chih  period  was 
maintained.  The  two  Peking  mints  (the  Board  of  Revenue  and  the  Board 
of  Works)  issued  series  III  coins  while  the  provincial  mints  issued 
series  IV  coins.  It  would  appear  then  that  collecting  Kang  Hsi  coins 
would  not  be  too  interesting,  as  their  dates  of  issue  could  not  be 
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narrowed  short  of  sixty  years,  and  as  it  would  seem  that  they  would 
be  quite  common.  However,  there  are  at  least  half  a dozen  Kang  Hsi 
coins  which  are  rare  and  another  half  a dozen  which  are  quite  scarce. 
Further,  it  is  possible  to  narrow  their  dates  of  issue  if  we  can 
trust  official  records.  There  are  two  methods. 

During  the  Kang  Hsi  reign,  the  official  weight  of  the  coins  was  twice 
changed,  in  1684  and  again  in  1702.  Thus  we  can  divide  the  coins 
into  three  classes: 

Those  issued  1662-1684  weighing  1.4  chien  (about  5*2  grams). 

Those  issued  1684-1702  weighing  1.0  chien  (about  3-72  grams). 

Those  issued  1702-1722  weighing  1.4  chien  (about  5*2  grams). 

It  is  unfortunate,  however,  that  the  same  weight  was  used  at  the  be- 
ginning and  the  end  of  the  reign.  Nevertheless,  taking  the  Board  of 
Revenue  mint  as  an  example,  a coin  weighing  about  5 grams  was  issued 
either  between  1662  and  1684  or  between  1702  and  1722,  and  one  weigh- 
ing 3*6  grams  was  issued  between  1684  and  1702,  assuming  the  mint 
was  in  operation  during  that  entire  period. 

There  are  problems  with  this  method,  however.  First,  a coin  loses  a 
portion  of  its  weight  through  wear.  Thus,  unless  the  coin  was  well 
preserved,  its  weight  would  be  meaningless.  However,  the  fact  that 
cash  normally  circulated  on  strings  reduced  the  amount  of  wear  they 
received.  Secondly,  even  the  government  mints  sometimes  issued  under- 
weight coins,  due  to  corruption  among  the  mint  personnel.  Then,  of 
course,  there  are  counterfeit  coins  to  worry  about.  The  only  rule 
to  follow  is  that  if  the  coin  weighs  less  than  3*35  grams  (about  .9 
chien),  it  should  be  considered  bogus.  If  it  weighs  between  3-3  and 
3-9  grams,  it  was  issued  between  1684  and  1702.  If  it  weighs  no 
less  than  4.8  grams  (about  1.3  chien),  then  it  was  issued  either  be- 
tween 1662  and  1684  or  between  1702  and  1722.  The  difference  should 
be  apparent  to  the  eye  as  well  as  the  scales,  since  the  lighter  coins 
should  be  about  25  millimeters  in  diameter  while  the  heavier  should 
be  about  28  millimeters.  Even  the  counterfeits  issued  before  1684 
can  be  dated  to  that  period,  because  they  should  weigh  less  than 
1.3  chien  (to  be  profitable)  but  probably  more  than  1.0  chien  (lest 
they  be  spotted  too  easily) . When  the  heavier  weight  was  reverted 
to  in  1702,  the  counterfeiters  probably  continued  to  make  coins 
weighing  1.0  chien  or  less;  why  make  counterfeits  over  1.0  chien 
when  legal  coins  weighed  only  1.0  chien  earlier  in  the  reign? 

The  second  method  for  dating  these  coins  involves  knowing  the  dates 
of  operations  of  all  the  mints.  If  we  assume  the  mints  were  not 
open  during  the  entire  reign  - as  indeed  they  were  not  - and  if  we 
can  trust  official  records,  which  give  the  dates  of  operations,  then 
we  can  further  subdate  Kang  Hsi's  coins.  Below  is  a table  of  the 
mints  and  the  dates  of  their  operations,  where  known: 


Board  of  Revenue  (Peking) 
Board  of  Works  (Peking) 
Hangchow,  Chekiang 
Chichow,  Chihli 
Hsuanhua,  Chihli 
Changchow,  Fukien 


Entire  reign  (?) 
Entire  reign  (?) 

1667-1674;  1696-1699 


1667-1671 

1667-1671 

I68O-I683 

1667-1671 

1667-1670 

1667-1700 


Fuchow,  Fukien 
Kaifeng,  Honan 
Changsha,  Hunan 
Wuchang,  Hupeh 


Unknown 
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Kungchang,  Kansu 
Ninghsia,  Kansu 
Nanchang,  Kiangsi 
Nanking,  Kiangsu 
Suchow,  Kiangsu 
Kueilin,  Kwangsi 
Canton,  Kwangtung 
Kweiyang,  Kweichow 
Tatung,  Shansi 
Taiyuan,  Shansi 
Linching,  Shantung 
Chinan,  Shantung 
Sian,  Shensi 
Chengtu,  Szechuan 
Yunnanfu,  Yunnan 
Taiwan  Mint  ( in  Fukien) 


1667-1670 
168 1-? 

1667- 1670 ; 1687-1699 

1662-1722 

1667-1670 

1667-1670;  1679-1681 

l68l -? 

1667-1670  (?) 

1667-1670 

1667-1670 

1667-1675 

1667-1670;  l68k-l692  (?) 

1667-1670 

1667-1670 

1667-1670;  1681-1689 
1689-1692 


Besides  creating  new  varieties  and  enabling  one  to  subdate  Kang  Hsi 
coins,  these  two  pieces  of  information  used  together  can  help  to 
separate  the  good  coins  from  the  bad.  For  example,  several  of  the 
mints  operated  only  between  1667  and  1670  or  1671-  During  that  time 
the  official  weight  for  the  coins  was  1.4  chien,  which  would  make 
the  coins  about  28  millimeters  in  diameter.  Therefore,  any  coins 
from  one  of  those  mints  that  is  less  than  26  millimeters  or  less  than 
4.8  grams  can  be  considered  a counterfeit. 


SOME  KANG  HSI  COINS 


Board  of  Revenue  Mint  - Peking 


Kaifeng  in  Honan  Province 


Changsha  in  Yunnanfu  in 

Hunan  Province  Yunnan  Province 


■'‘Taiwan 


* All  Taiwan  coins  made  before  19^9  were  believed  to 
have  been  made  in  Fukien. 
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Coins  of  the  YUNG  CHENG  reign  (1723-1735) 


Yung  Cheng  Board  of  Revenue  Mint 

During  this  reign,  all  mints  issued  series  III  coins,  and  henceforth, 
only  series  III  coins  were  issued  in  China  proper.  Though  this  was 
a short  reign,  Yung  Cheng  coins  can  be  subdated  in  the  same  manner 
that  Kang  Hsi  coins  were.  There  are  two  periods,  numismatically, 
to  this  reign: 

1723-1734:  Coins  weighed  1.4  chien  (about  5.2  grams). 

1734-1735:  Coins  weighed  1.2  chien  (about  4.45  grams). 


Since  the  weight  difference  is  not  great,  separation  by  size  is  not 
practical.  Dates  of  operation,  too,  are  not  of  much  value  as  most 
mints  were  apparently  open  throughout  the  reign.  Nevertheless,  the 
following  is  a list  of  Yung  Cheng  mints  and  their  dates  of  operation: 


Board  of  Revenue 
Board  of  Works 
Anhwei  Mint  (Nanking) 
Hangchow,  Chekiang 
Kaifeng,  Honan 
Changsha,  Hunan 
Wuchang,  Hupeh 
Kungchang,  Kansu 
Nanchang,  Kiangsi 
Suchow,  Kiangsu 
Canton,  Kwangtung 
Kweiyang,  Kweichow 
Taiyuan,  Shansi 
Chinan,  Shantung 
Chengtu,  Szechuan 
Yunnanfu,  Yunnan 


Entire  reign  (?) 

Entire  reign  (?) 

1731-1735 

1729-1735 

1729-1731 

1729-1735 

1724  (?);  1729-1735 
1726;  1728 

1729- 1733 
1731-1735 

Unknown 

1730 - ? 

1729-1731;  1734-1735 
1729-1735 

1722-1723  (?);  1732-1735 
1722-1724  (?);  1729-1735 


Without  precise  weighing  equipment,  not  much  can  be  done  with  this 
information.  The  weight  of  the  coins  indicates  a diameter  of  from 
26  to  28  millimeters,  and  certainly  any  coin  less  than  26  millimeters 
must  be  considered  counterfeit.  All  Yung  Cheng  coins  are  scarce, 
but  from  the  table  we  may  expect  Kungchang  coins  to  be  especially 
scarce. 


Following  the  Yung  Cheng  reign,  the  coinage  began  a slow  decline. 
Official  weights  eventually  became  meaningless,  as  they  were  often 
ignored  at  the  provincial  mints.  The  mints  that  were  to  serve  China 
for  the  next  century  had  for  the  most  part  been  established  by  the 
end  of  the  Yung  Cheng  reign,  and  usually  remained  open  throughout 
the  reign  of  each  succeeding  emperor,  as  long  as  copper  could  be 
secured.  The  coins  of  the  Chien  Lung  (1736-1795);  chia  Ching 
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(1796-1820)  and  Tao  Kuang  (1820-1850)  emperors  are  not  very  interest- 
ing as, with  the  exception  of  the  Taiwan  and  Sinkiang  mints,  they  are 
quite  common  generally,  and  no  dating  breakdown  is  available  to  the 
author's  knowledge  after  the  Chien  Lung  reign. 


SOME  YUNG  CHENG  COINS 


Sue how 
in 

Kiangsu 

Province 


Hangchow 

in 

Chekiang 

Province 


Yunnanfu 

in 

Yunnan 

Province 


Kweiyang 

in 

Kweichow 

Province 
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A POSSIBLE  NEW  COU NTERMARK 

OF  THAILAND 


by  Gregory  G.  Brunk 

This  French  Indo-China  Piastre 
appeared  in  these  pages  in 
January,  1971  ("IDENTIFICATION, 
Please?",  p.  21,  N.  I.  Bulletin 
January  1971)  with  a request 
for  identification.  The  coin 
belongs  to  W.  B.  Butterworth, 
but  there  was  no  answer  forth- 
coming on  it.  Quite  possibly 
this  is  a Thai  countermark. 
Under  normal  circumstances  an 
identification  of  this  sort, 
more  or  less  "out  of  the  blue" 
with  no  specific  documents  to 
warrant  it,  would  at  best  be 
dangerous.  Such  unattributed 
countermarks  will,  at  least 
ninety-five  percent  (95$)  of 
the  time,  turn  out  to  be  private  mutilations  without  significance. 

It  is  felt  that  the  reasons  for  assigning  this  mark  to  Thailand  are 
at  present  enough  to  warrant  the  suggestion. 

The  coin  itself  indicates  a certain  area  of  circulation.  It  is  not 
like  a countermarked  Mexican  8 Reales,  which  could  be  attributed  to 
almost  anywhere  in  the  world  as  they  had  such  a wide  circulation. 

The  best  justification  for  calling  this  a Thai  countermark  is  found  in 
Reginald  le  May's  "The  Coinage  of  Thailand".  He  points  out  that  the 
symbol  in  Figure  1 (which  is  modified  in  the  lower  countermark  of  our 
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Figure  1.  Figure  2. 

photo)  was  used  to  express  monetary  amounts.  Figure  2,  for  instance, 
indicates  a value  of  one  chang  and  ten  tamlu'ug. 1 It  is  possible 
that  the  lower  countermark  in  our  photo  expresses  in  a similar  fashion 
an  amount  in  Siamese  currency.  There  was  a seemingly  similar  counter- 
mark  listed  in  "Seaby's  Coin  and  Medal  Bulletin"  in  1963.^  It  is  also 
known  that  gambling  houses  used  tokens  with  their  values  expressed  in 
a like  manner. ? 


1 - Reginald  le  May,  "The  Coinage  of  Siam"  (1962  Reprint),  pp.  103-4. 

2 - "Seaby's  Coin  and  Medal  Bulletin",  1963,  P-  2l4;  CE155>  8 Reales 

1735 -Mexico  City  Mint. 

3 - le  May,  p.  99* 


If  the  lower  countermark  is  assumed  to  designate  a monetary  value,  the 
upper  mark  may  well  indicate  the  person  who  issued  the  piece,  (it  is 
assumed  this  is  not  a government  issue).  The  upper  mark  would  be 
similar  to  a Chinese  "chop",  or  perhaps  the  countermarks  used  by 
British  merchants  during  the  Napoleonic  Wars  on  Mexican  8 Reales. 

The  latter  pieces  were  issued  by  private  countermarkers  at  a value 
higher  than  the  silver  content  of  the  coins,  thus  allowing  for  a 
profit.  This  was  done  during  times  of  silver  coin  shortage  and  by 
analogy  would  mean  we  would  probably  assume  a local  silver  shortage 
somewhere  in  Thailand  in  1889  or  after.  (Or,  alternately,  it  could 
be  exactly  like  a "chop"  and  be,  by  itself,  a separate  mark  of  the 
genuineness  of  the  coin.  This  is  less  likely  if  the  lower  counter- 
mark  actually  represents  a monetary  value). 

Finally  there  is  the  Thai  tradition  of  countermarking  silver  coins. 
After  the  Bowring  Treaty  of  1855*  which  opened  up  the  country  to 
foreign  trade,  there  was  a shortage  of  silver  for  this  purpose.^ 

Circa  1857  the  government  countermarked  Mexican  8 Reales  with  a 
chakra — the  sharp  edged  discus  symbol  of  the  ruling  Bangkok  dynasty — 
and  with  the  personal  mark  of  King  Mongkut — a Siamese  crown. 5 

It  is  also  known  that  for  a time  a variety  of  silver  coins,  but  not 
Mexican  8 Reales,  were  countermarked  with  Siamese  numerals. ° This  is 
rather  hard  to  explain  as  the  numerals  had  no  relation  to  the  coins' 
bullion  value  and  the  same  numerals  are  found  on  a wide  variety  of 
coins.  It  is  thought,  however,  that  this  was  done  by  the  government 
in  the  case  of  privately  imported  lots  of  bulk  silver  coins.  Each 
imported  lot  received  the  same  numeral  countermark  on  each  piece  of 
the  lot;  the  countermarks  then  served  as  a guarantee  of  genuineness. 7 
Most  of  these  soon  reached  the  melting  pots,  but  at  least  the  lot 
numbers  3,  b,  11,  13,  15  and  66  (possibly  the  lot  6 double  stamped) 
are  known  to  exist. 

9 

Finally  there  are  the  Yong  Kim  Hong  countermarks.  Various  coins 
into  the  1920's  are  known  with  either  of  the  two  Yong  Kim  Hong 
countermarks,  one  in  Thai  and  the  other  in  Chinese.  They  indicated 
the  purity  of  coins  assayed. 


b - "Ibid.",  p.  65 

5 - E.  Wodak  and  S.  Pidmore,  "Coins  Countermarked  with  Siamese 

Numerals",  Numismatic  Circular,  1955>  P*  113;  one  also  known  on 
an  184-3  8 Reales  of  Peru,  p.  Il8. 

6 - The  8 Reales  were  countermarked  with  the  Chakra  and  Mongkut 

symbols  by  the  government  at  a fixed  rate  of  3 dollars  = 5 Bat, 
instead  of  receiving  the  numeral  countermarks.  Wodak,  p.  Il6. 

7 - "Ibid." 

8 - "Ibid." 

9 - Personal  correspondence  from  Kosol  M.  Udom  of  Bangkok  to  W.  B. 

Butterworth,  Nov.  10,  1969.  "The  firm  dealing  in  gold  and  silver 
bar  including  jewelry,  the  owner  of  the  firm  is  my  uncle.  40 
years  ago  he  made  two  dies,  one  in  Thai  script  the  other  in 
Chinese  script.  You  see  he  sold  big  quantities  of  silver  coins 
to  foreign  dealers,  the  counterstamps  were  used  to  guarantee  that 
the  coins  are  genuine  or  the  silver  of  those  coins  are  good  (fineness 
is  nearly  .900).  These  counterstamps  will  be  found  generally  on 
the  crown  size  such  as  British  Trade  Dollar,  French  Indo  China, 

U.  S.  Dollar,  Mexican  Dollar,  etc....  My  uncle  told  me  that  the 
dies  were  sold  to  a foreign  dealer  too. " 
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By  no  means  do  the  above  arguments  prove  that  this  countermark  is  a 
legitimate  issue  of  Thailand.  It  is  hoped  that  they  do  indicate  this 
is  a probable  attribution. 


The  author  is  working  on  a book  covering  world  countermarks  from 
1000  AD.  At  the  present  he  is  trying  to  finish  the  section  on  Africa 
and  Asia.  Unusual  countermarks  and  information  on  them  is  always 
appreciate.  He  may  be  reached:  c/o  1022  Ora  Drive,  Waterloo,  Iowa 

50701. 


3nrient  fllateb  dome 
♦•an  dnigma 

by  William  D.  Horr 


^^URING  MY  EARLY  DAYS  OF  COLLECTING  ANCIENT  COINS  I ACQUIRED  A 
jjf  | Roman  imperial  denarius  of  Augustus  (27  B.C.  - l4  A.D. ) with 
" his  laureate  bust  facing  right,  and  on  the  reverse  Caius  and 
Lucius  Caesars  standing  (Cohen  45)-  Upon  close  examination  under  a 
magnifying  lens  the  coin  appeared  to  have  all  the  characteristics  of 
a genuine  ancient  coin  except  one.  I could  detect  several  very  small 
areas  of  corrosion,  and  in  the  pitted  areas  copper  with  a small  amount 
of  verdigris  could  be  clearly  seen  beneath  the  silver  surface.  Need- 
less to  say,  my  first  conclusion  was  that  I had  purchased  what  all 
ancient  coin  collectors  ahbor  --a  fake-  It  was  only  when  I very 
sheepishly  showed  the  coin  to  an  authoritative  New  York  City  dealer 
in  ancient  coins  that  he  informed  me  it  was  genuinely  ancient  and 
that  the  silver  plating  had  been  applied  as  part  of  the  minting  pro- 
cess when  the  coin  was  made.  He  also  said  that  these  plated  coins 
were  called  "fourrdes"  and  some  of  them  were  even  more  valubale  than 
their  identical  types  struck  in  solid  silver.  This  diagnonis  of  the 
plated  coin's  antiquity  not  only  restored  my  somewhat  shaken  self  con- 
fidence, but  also  fired  my  curiosity  to  do  a little  research  into  the 
"what,  how  and  why"  of  fourrees  and  other  types  of  ancient  plated 
coins. 


My  initial  reading  of  several  articles  written  on  the  subject  of 
ancient  plated  coins  revealed  that  all  of  the  authors  agreed  upon 
certain  basic  conclusions  such  as:  (a)  the  coins  were  genuinely 

ancient,  and  (b)  that  the  silver  surface  was  applied  at  the  time  and 
as  part  of  the  original  minting  process.  But  here  the  agreement 
ended,  and  the  controversy  regarding  the  "how"  and  "why"  of  these 
plated  coins  began.  The  controversy  still  exists,  and  it  may  well 
be  never  completely  resolved  because  all  of  the  facts  essential  to 
an  absolute  resolution  are  as  yet  not  established. 

First,  let's  separate  the  ancient  plated  coins  into  two  general 
categories : 


151 


1.  The  true  fourree  coin  which  is  struck  with  a base  metal 
core  covered  by  a relatively  thick  skin  of  precious 
metal,  i.e.,  gold  or  silver. 

2.  The  "plated"  antoniniani  of  the  later  Roman  Empire  which 
is  struck  entirely  in  bronze  or  copper  and  then  sub- 
jected to  an  application  of  silver  amalgam,  which  after 
heating  and  evaporation  of  the  mercury  from  the  amalgam, 
left  a thin  silver  wash  deposited  on  the  otherwise 
bronze/ copper  coin. 

The  word  "fourree"  is  from  the  French,  and  means  literally  "stuffed", 
or  "filled”,  in  the  same  sense  that  we  refer  to  in  taxidermy,  or  in 
describing  an  item  of  jewelry  as  gold  filled.  The  technique 
of  applying  a gold  or  silver  skin  over  a copper  or  other  base  metal 
core  is  almost  as  old  as  the  process  of  minting  itself  in  antiquity. 
These  plated  fourr£es  were  very  effectively  circulated  in  the  Greek 
world  (i.e.,  the  plated  "owls"  issued  by  Athens  as  a necessity 
measure).  Their  use  in  the  Greek  world  no  doubt  spread  to  the  Roman 
republic  and  subsequently  to  the  Roman  empire  as  a matter  of  course. 
From  the  2nd  and  3rd  century  A.D.  the  number  of  "stuffed"  (fourree) 
Roman  coins  discovered  increased  tremendously.  This  fact  caused  the 
eminent  German  numismatist,  Mrs.  Alfoldi,  Professor  at  Frankfurt 
University,  to  investigate  this  phenomenon.  She  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  these  pieces  (mostly  copper  and  orichalcis  coins)  were 
not  fakes,  but  officially  struck  by  the  Roman  legions  due  to  scarcity 
of  precious  metals  sorely  needed  during  war.  Such  coins  were  used 
for  paying  the  troops  and  thus  circulated  freely  for  long  periods  as 
their  wear  evidences. 

A monograph  was  prepared  by  William  Campbell  and  published  in  1933 
by  the  American  Numismatic  Society  on  the  subject  of  fourrees  (3). 
This  book  covers  the  results  of  very  complete  and  painstaking  obser- 
vations on  photographs  made  with  metallographic  microscope  of  speci- 
mens ranging  from  the  6th  century  B.C.  to  the  1st  century  A.D.  The 
findings  are  quite  definitive  and  update  the  brief  article  published 
in  "The  Roman  Imperial  Coinage"  (1923)  by  Mattingly  and  Sydenham  on 
the  same  subject  (2). 

Taken  from  William  Campbell's  publication,  the  following  is  quoted: 

"Reviewing  the  structures  found  in  the  above  examination  we 
find  most  of  the  coins  were  made  by  covering  the  copper  cores 
with  silver  sheet,  cupped  and  overlapping,  the  whole  being 
joined  by  a relatively  fusible  silver  copper  alloy,  in  most 
cases  the  eutectic  alloy  which  melts  at  778°  C. 

"Others  were  apparently  made  by  sprinkling  the  copper  core 
with  powdered  silver  or  silver  copper  alloy  and  heating 
strongly  till  the  powder  melted  and  'ran',  or  by  dipping  the 
copper  core  in  liquid  eutectic  alloy  or  one  rather  richer  in 
silver. 

"The  joining  of  silver  coating  to  the  copper  core  to  produce 
such  structures  can  be  done  in  two  ways.  The  first,  by  using 
silver  solder,  would  explain  all  of  the  structures  found  but 
not  their  marked  irregularities.  The  second,  in  which  no 
solder  is  used,  is  the  same  as  that  discovered  by  Bolsover 
for  making  Sheffield  plate,  in  which  the  two  metals  are 
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heated  in  contact  to  the  point  where  a film  of  the  eutectic 
alloy  is  produced  (i.e.,  778°  C).  This  gives  rise  to  an 
irregular  layer  of  the  eutectic  alloy  such  as  occurs  in  most 
of  the  samples  above.  If  we  assume  that  silver  solder  was 
not  known  down  to  the  time  of  Pliny,  for  he  does  not  mention 
it,  then  it  would  seem  that  the  Sheffield  plate  or  diffusion 
method  must  have  been  used  by  the  ancients,  where  the  copper 
core  is  covered  with  sheet  silver. " 

In  Part  II  of  the  same  study,  the  above  conclusions  were  pretty  well 
verified,  but  a third  method  is  also  indicated: 

" A third  method  was  one  in  which  silver  foil  was  not 

used.  It  is  possible  to  produce  such  a coating  by  dipping 
the  copper  core  in  a bath  of  silver-copper  alloy,  but  as  all 
of  these  coatings  are  very  thin  it  is  more  probably  that  the 
method  consisted  of  using  powder  and  a suitable  flux  and 
heating  until  the  silver  melted  and  ran  to  form  a continuous 
but  irregular  coating. " 

A summary  quoted  from  Michael  Crawford's  article,  published  in 
Numismatic  Literature  (1968)  (4),  differs  sharply  from  Mrs.  Alfoldi's 
conclusion  in  that  it  states: 

"Two  denarii,  one  of  pure  silver,  the  other  plated,  and  at 
first  sight  struck  from  the  same  dies,  are  described.  A 
closer  inspection  shows  that  the  latter  is  struck  from  false 
dies.  The  overwhelming  literary  and  documentary  evidence  that 
plated  coins  were  false  coins  should  be  believed." 

It  can  readily  be  seen  that  although  there  may  have  been  more  than 
one  technique  and  method  employed  in  various  ancient  locales  and 
during  changing  times  for  the  minting  of  fourrees,  this  does  not 
solve  the  dilemma  of  whether  or  not  fourrees  are  outright  ancient 
fakes,  or  officially  issued  debased/counterfeit  coins. 

When  we  approach  the  motives  and  reasons  for  the  ancient  minting  of 
fourrees,  the  "why"  of  the  matter,  and  attempt  to  determine  whether 
they  were  intended  as  debased  official  issues,  official  or  semi- 
official counterfeits,  or  outright  contemporary  fraudulent  fakes,  we 
should  perhaps  apply  a bit  of  philosophy  and  historical  experience 
to  rationalize  this  controversy.  Since  we  already  know  that  fourrees 
are  indeed  true  ancient  artifacts,  then  the  "why"  of  the  manufacture 
and  intended  usage  of  fourrees  is  important,  but  only  from  the 
standpoint  of  more  subject  knowledge  needed  from  future  acquisition 
of  relevant  facts  and  data.  Since  fourrees  are  really  ancient  it 
is  therefore  not  reasonable  to  categorize  them  as  "fraudulent"  or 
to  stigmatize  them  with  the  same  title  of  "fake"  that  we  rightfully 
place  on  the  modem  spurious  reproductions  and  forgeries  of  ancient 
coins. 

Let's  examine  the  three  stated  reasons  for  the  existence  of  ancient 
fourrees : 

(1)  Official  coins  --  Issued  and  circulated  as  debased  coinage 
for  economic  or  war  conservation  reasons. 

(2)  Semi-official  coins  --  Issued  clandestinely  as  contemporary 
counterfeits  by  official  mintmasters  or  mint  workers 
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either  for  their  own  gain  or  by  official  direction  in 
order  to  augment  funds  or  recoup  a depleted  treasury. 

(3)  Outright  fraudulent  coins  --  Issued  clandestinely  by 
private  counterfeiters  only  for  personal  gain. 

It  appears  more  logical  to  accept  reasons  above  numbered  (l)  and  (2) 
and  discount  reason  number  (3)  because: 

Through  history  many  countries  have  issued  debased  coinage  in 
times  of  economic  and  war  necessity,  i.e.,  England's  Henry 
VIII  debased  his  silver  to  the  point  of  being  referred  to  as 
"old  coppemose",  and  have  you  noticed  your  own  current  U.  S. 
"fourre^s"?  --  clad  copper  coins  issued  since  196^1 

Furthermore,  the  die  workmanship  found  in  fourr^es  appears  to  be  of 
similar  high  quality  as  that  found  in  regularly  issued  solid  metal 
varieties  of  coins.  The  engraving  art  and  diemaking  skills  required 
for  such  a level  of  quality  would  most  likely  have  been  fairly  well 
limited  to  official  moneyers,  mint  workers  and  well  known  artisans 
of  the  area.  Fraudulent  counterfeiting  by  connivers  would  have  been 
hard  pressed  if  we  consider  the  relatively  large  numbers  of  ancient 
fourr^es  which  survive  today.  Punishments  for  counterfeiting,  de- 
basing and  clipping  were  then  as  always  extremely  harsh.  In  addition, 
any  large  profitable  quantities  of  private  counterfeits  would  have 
been  extremely  difficult  for  the  "conniver"  to  dispose  of  in  any 
significant  quantities  since  most  ancient  merchants,  bankers,  etc. 
were  normally  suspicious  of  silver  and  gold  coinage  offered  to  them, 
and  insisted  on  weighing  and/or  test  cutting  such  coins  to  determine 
metallic  acceptability  during  transactions.  This  leads  us  to  the 
conclusion  that  regardless  of  the  motives  for  issuance,  fourr^es  were 
more  or  less  generally  accepted  as  coin  of  the  realm,  and  probably 
circulated  locally  side  by  side  with  their  solid  metal  counterparts. 

The  second  general  category  of  ancient  plated  coins  as  mentioned 
earlier  concerns  the  "silver  washed"  antoniniani  which  are  not  con- 
troversial in  issue  --  since  we  know  considerably  more  about  their 
techniques  in  minting  and  these  coins,  practically  without  exception, 
were  straightforward  legal  official  issues  of  the  later  Roman  emperors 
The  "silver  wash"  method  of  coating  coins  by  silver/mercury  amalgam 
deposit  (electroplating  is  a modern  mid-19th  century  development)  was 
the  culminating  process  evolving  from  the  continuing  debasement  of 
Roman  imperial  silver  coinage  first  by  lowering  successively  the 
silver  content  of  the  denarius  and  the  anoninianus,  and  finally 
elminating  all  of  the  silver  content  from  the  antoninianus  entirely. 
The  result  was  essentially  a copper/bronze  coin  of  which  most  sur- 
viving specimens  display  varying  degrees  of  erosion  of  the  thin 
silver  wash.  In  many  examples  time  has  eroded  it  completely  leaving 
what  at  first  glance  appears  to  be  a regular  copper/bronze  coin  with 
some  surface  patination.  Those  coins  which  are  found  still  retaining 
all  or  most  of  their  original  silver  wash  are  naturally  more  sought 
after  and  command  higher  prices. 

In  conclusion,  we  may  well  reason  that  both  varieties  of  ancient 
plated  coins,  the  fourr£e  and  the  later  "silver  washed"  antoniniani 
were  issued  probably  for  the  same  reasons  --as  necessity,  economy, 
or  shortages  of  precious  metals  dictated.  They  were  most  likely 
intended  for  local  circulation  and  thus  were  probably  readily  accepted 
by  the  populace  because  even  though  they  represented  the  ultimate 


in  monetary  debasement,  they  were  palatable  to  the  using  public  if 
for  no  other  reason  that  that  they  were  deliberately  made  to  very 
closely  resemble  the  solid  silver  coin  issues  to  which  the  public 
had  been  accustomed.  It  is  the  author's  opinion  that  these  plated 
coins  are  an  authentic  "bit"  of  ancient  history  and  deserve  a proper 
place  in  collecting  and  consideration  of  ancient  coins  in  general. 

In  no  way  should  they  be  ostracized  and  branded  as  "contemporary 
fakes",  or  relegated  to  Limbo  as  undesirable  numismatic  items. 
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Bruce  Smith's  "WHAT'S  IN  A NAME?" 


LARIN : The  LARIN,  an  odd  and  curious  form  of  money  shaped  like  a 

fish  hook,  that  was  used  in  the  area  of  the  Persian  Gulf  and  later 
India,  and  also  a denomination  used  on  coins  of  Ceylon,  got  its  name 
from  the  city  of  Lar  in  Laristan,  near  the  present  day  city  of 
Bandor  Abbas  in  Iran. 

LEU,  LEV:  The  Romanian  denomination  LEU  or  LEY  and  the  Bulgarian 

denomination  LEV,  both  introduced  in  the  19th  century,  both  mean 
Lion,  from  the  lion  on  their  coats  of  arms. 

KOPECK:  The  Russian  KOPECK  (also  spelled  Kopec  and  Kopek)  gets  its 

name  from  "kopeika",  the  original  Russian,  meaning  little  spear. 

The  name  was  applied  to  small  14th  century  copper  coins  with  a small 
spear  on  the  obverse. 

RUBLE:  The  Russian  RUBLE  (also  spelled  Rouble)  comes  from  the 

Russian  verb  "rub lit"  meaning  to  chop  or  cut.  Before  1654  the  Ruble 
was  nothing  more  than  a bar  of  silver  which  was  cut  into  pieces  as 
needed.  Some  of  these  bars  were  scored  to  facilitate  this  cutting. 

TSUHO:  The  Japanese  TSUHO  is  their  pronounciation  (as  transliterated 

into  English)  of  the  Chinese  characters:  Tung  Pao,  which  appear  on 

most  Chinese  and  Japanese  cash  coins  issued  after  6l8  AD. 

TYMPF:  The  Polish  denomination  TYMPF  (also  spelled  Timpfe)  is  so 

called  after  the  mintmaster  at  the  time  of  its  issue,  Andrew  Timf . 

He  was  mintmaster  between  1651  and  1663* 

ZECCHBIO:  The  Italian  denomination  ZECCHINO  comes  from  the  Italian 

word  "zecca"  meaning  mint,  from  the  Arabic  "sikkah"  meaning  stamp. 
Other  forms  of  this  term  include:  Sequin,  Zequin,  and  Chequeen. 
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Mmbtt  Jfatir?  f 

Walther  Hilke,  D-kj  Essen  1,  Viehofer  Platz  l6,  West  Germany:  I would 

like  to  correspond  with  fellow  members  who  have  a mutual  interest  in 
the  coins  of  the  German  colonies.  Also  need  any  information  available 
about  them. 

Jayant  Ruparel,  P.  Q.  Box  42882,  Nairobi,  Kenya:  I am  writing  an 

article  on  Coinage  of  East  Africa  (including  Zanzibar,  Mombasa  and 
German  East  Africa) . I would  be  most  pleased  to  hear  from  any 
fellow  members  regarding  the  usage  of  Maria  Theresa,  Coins  of  India 
and  other  non-East  African  coins  in  East  Africa,  and  also  any  tokens 
used  in  East  Africa.  Also  WANTED:  Pre-1920  East  African  German  East 

Africa,  Zanzibar,  Mombasa,  Kilwa,  Lamu,  Coins  and  Notes. 

EDITOR'S  NOTE:  For  some  unexplainable  reason,  the  participation  in 

use  of  the  Member  Notice  Page  has  fallen  off  in  the  past  few  months. 

As  a reminder,  this  page  is  free  for  use  of  all  members  with  the 
only  restriction  being  that  no  "For  Sale"  notices  will  be  accepted. 
Notices  dealing  with  research,  request  for  assistance,  etc-,  will  be 
given  priority  over  "wanted"  type  notices.  In  any  event,  the  entire 
page  is  available  for  members  to  use  at  no  charge  to  them. 


ITALIAN  COINAGE 
by  Gregory  Cole 

(Reprinted  from  "Fourth  Bulletin  for  1973";  Alfred  Szego,  Oakdale, 

N.  Y.,  with  Mr.  Szego 's  permission.) 

The  fifth  century  marked  the  end  of  the  Roman  Empire  in  the  West. 
During  this  time  barbaric  coinage  was  mixed  with  the  Byzantine  issues 
which  left  a lasting  influence  on  the  later  issues  of  Venice  in  the 
North  and  Deneventum  in  the  South. 

The  earliest  money  is  that  of  the  barbaric  Lombards  and  Ostrogoths 
and  the  local  Byzantine  issues  in  Sicily.  This  is  followed  by  the 
deniers  of  Charlemagne  and  his  successors,  succeeded  by  the  gold 
issues  of  the  Normans  and  Frederick  II.  Later  as  the  individual 
cities  rose  to  power  their  need  for  a new  coin  for  trade  grew,  so  the 
ducat  of  Venice  and  the  florin  of  Florence  came  into  being.  During 
this  time  Sicily  and  Sardinia  were  coming  under  Spanish  control. 

After  this  time  most  of  Italy  came  under  foreign  control.  The 
Austrians  ruled  Lombardy-Venetia  and  Milan,  and  the  Spanish  ruled 
Sicily  and  Sardinia. 

The  coins  of  Italy  are  very  colorful  and  interesting  because  of  the 
many  famous  people  portrayed  on  them.  Well  know  people  like  Napoleon 
Bonaparte,  Francis  II  (the  man  who  ended  the  Holy  Roman  Empire  in 
l8o8),  Victor  Emanuelle  III  (the  king  of  Italy  and  a famous  coin 
collector),  Dante,  Charles  II  and  Frederick  II. 

Putting  together  a coin  from  every  state,  city,  etc.  of  Italy  is  not 
as  hard  as  with  German  coins,  but  still  it  is  not  easy,  being  almost 
as  hard  as  trying  to  eat  spaghetti  with  chopsticks. 
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